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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

Responsive to Amendment filed November 24, 2004. Claims 2-4 have been amended. 
Claims 1-36 are pending. 

Specification 

1 . The disclosure is objected to because the serial numbers of cross-referenced applications 
have not been updated. 

Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

2. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

3. Claims 1, 7, 12. 14-19, and 31-36 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Mendez (U.S. Patent No. 6,151,606) in view of AAPA (Applicant Admitted 
Prior Art). 

4. As per claim 1, Mendez teaches a method for propagating changes from a local 
workspace that is accessible by a client to a remote workspace that is accessible by a server, 
comprising: 
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generating a request from the client to the server for a workspace (abstract, Figure 1 
and 7; instantiator); 

obtaining selected data from the local workspace and requesting the server to store the 
selected data in the workspace (abstract); and 

updating the remote workspace with the data in the workspace (abstract). 

5. Mendez fails to teach creating a temporary workspace. 

6. However, AAPA teaches creating child workspaces with copies of the parent workspace, 
which are, used temporary (paragraph [0007]). It would have been obvious to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Mendez and AAPA because AAPA's use of 
creating temporary workspace in Mendez system would allow for a developer to obtain a copy of 
the parent file and modify it without interfering with the work of other developers. 

7. As per claim 7, Mendez teach obtaining selected data from the local workspace 
comprises determining a set of different files between the local and remote workspaces 
(abstract). 

8. As per claim 12, Mendez teach checking for physical existence of the local workspace 
and requesting the server to check for physical existence of remote workspace prior to requesting 
the server to create the temporary workspace (column 5, lines 9 - 13; network connections). 

9. As per claim 14, Mendez teaches updating history of transactions in the remote 
workspace after the remote workspace is updated (column 11, lines 10 - 40). 
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10. As per claim 15, Mendez teaches updating history of transactions in the local workspace 
after the remote workspace is updated (column 11, lines 10 - 40). 

11. As per claim 16, Mendez teaches deleting the workspace after the remote workspace is 
updated (abstract). 

12. As per claim 17, the claim contains similar limitations as claim 1, therefore is rejected 
under the same rationale. 

13. As per claim 18, Mendez teach a authenticating the client prior to sending selected data to 
client (Figure 8 and column 10, lines 50 -55). 

14. As per claims 19, 31-36, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 1, 7, 12, and 
15-16 above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

15. Claims 2-6, 13, and 25-29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Mendez (U.S. Patent No. 6,151,606) in view of AAPA (Applicant Admitted Prior Art) in further 
view of Baveh et al (U.S. Patent No. 6,098,093). 
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16. As per claim 2, Mendez and AAPA fail to teach at least one servlet parses requests sent 
to the server and delegates processing of the requests to an appropriate server object in the 
server. 

17. However, Bayeh et al teach the use of servlets and servlet engines to facilitate client 
requests (Figure 3 and column 8, line 42 - column 9, line 19). It would have been obvious to 
one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Mendez, AAPA and Bayeh et al 
because AAPA's use of creating temporary workspace and Bayeh et al's use of servlets in 
Mendez system \yould reduce system overhead and execute quickly because servlets are 
automatically threaded and are highly responsive. 

18. As per claim 3, Mendez teach a remote workspace is stored in a repository (column 4, 
lines 52-63). 

19. As per claim 4, Mendez teaches a server object implements an interface having a set of 
methods that can be invoked to access the repository and the remote workspace (column 2, line 
10 - column 3, line 15). 

20. As per claim 5, Mendez fails to teach the client communicates with the server using 
HTTP protocol. 

21. However, Bayeh et al teach the use of HTTP protocols (column 1, lines 20-30). ). It 
would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of 
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Mendez and Bayeh et al because Bayeh et al's use of HTTP protocol in Mendez system would 
allow for a client to communicate to a server via the Internet to exchange messages. 

22. As per claim 6, Mendez fails to teach the client communicates with the server using 
HTTPS protocol. 

However, Bayeh et al teach the use of HTTPS protocols (column 1, lines 20-30). ). It would 
have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Mendez and 
Bayeh et al because Bayeh et al's use of HTTPS protocol in Mendez system would allow for a 
client to safely communicate to a server via the Internet to exchange messages. 

23. As per claim 13, Mendez teach the use updating the remote workspace with the data in 
the temporary workspace (abstract). 

24. Mendez and AAPA fail to teach a server locking method. 

25. However, Bayeh et al teach a server with a locking technique to prevent servlets from 
overwriting each other (abstract and column 12, lines 29 - 58). ). It would have been obvious 
to one of the ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Mendez, AAPA and Bayeh et al 
because AAPA's use of creating temporary workspaces and Bayeh et al's use of a locking 
technique in Mendez system would prevent other users access to remote workspace while the 
user it obtaining a file or updating a file from the remote workspace. 

26. As per claims 25-29, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 2, 3, 5, and 6 
above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 
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27. Claims 8-11. 20-24, and 30 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Mendez (U.S. Patent No. 6,151,606) in view of AAPA (Applicant Admitted Prior Art), and 
in further view of Maddalozzo, Jr. et al (U.S. Patent No. 5,878,2181 

28. As per claims 8-11, Mendez teaches the use of different files in different workspaces 
(abstract). 

29. Mendez and AAPA fail to teach the use filenames and checksums to determine the set of 
different files, comparing the filenames and checksums, having files with checksums that differs 
from that of a corresponding filename in the set of different files and having files that include a 
filename that differs from the set of different files. 

30. However, Maddalozzo, Jr. et al teach the use filenames and checksums to verify file 
availability, file difference and checksum differences in the set of different files (column 9, line 
15 - column 10, line47). It would have been obvious to one of the ordinary skill in the art to 
combine the teachings of Mendez, AAPA, and Maddalozzo, Jr. et al because AAPA's use of 
creating temporary workspace and Maddalozzo, Jr. et al's use of comparing files using filenames 
and checksums in Mendez' s system would allow a user to obtain a copy of a file from a remote 
workspace into a temporary workspace, verify that they are different and then modify the file in 
the temporary workspace. Once modification is complete, a user can then check file availability 
in the remote workspace and if not available, transfers file to the remote workspace and check if 
the entire file has been transferred using checksums. 
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31. As per claims 20-24 and 30, these claims contain similar limitations as claims 8-11 
above, therefore are rejected under the same rationale. 

Response to Arguments 

32. Applicant's arguments filed have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 
• In the remarks, the applicant argues in substance that: 

A. Mendez and AAPA fail to teach the following: 

• creating a temporary workspace; 

• storing selected data into the temporary workspace; 

• updating the remote workspace with the data in the temporary workspace; 
and 

• checking for physical existence of the local workspace and remote 
workspace prior to requesting the server to create the temporary 
workspace. 

B. Mendez fails to teach generating a request from the client to the server for a 
workspace; 

C Mendez teaches the use of an interface but the present invention requests 

permission directly from the server to create a workspace without intervention of 
an interface; 

D. AAPA does not imply in any way the use of a temporary workspace; 

E. Bayeh fails to teach the following: 
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• creating a temporary workspace; 

• storing selected data into the temporary workspace; 

• updating the remote workspace with the data in the temporary workspace; 
and 

• checking for physical existence of the local workspace and remote 
workspace prior to requesting the server to create the temporary 
workspace. 

F. Maddalozzo does not teach using the filename and checksum to determine a set of 
different files. 
• In response to: 

A. The examiner respectfully disagrees because: 

o AAPA does teach creating a temporary workspace. Although AAPA does not use 
the word temporary, AAPA does teach the creation of child workspaces that are 
used by developers provisionally in order to modify individual versions of the 
same file without interfering with work of other developers (paragraph [0007]); 
o AAPA teaches storing the selected data into the temporary workspace. A version 
of the same file from the parent workspace is selected and copied onto the child 
workspaces (paragraph [0007]). Mendez also teaches storing selected data into a 
temporary workspace. Data is downloaded from a remote site in order to 
manipulate data. A general synchronization module synchronizes the manipulated 
data with the workspace data stored at the remote site (abstract); 
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o AAPA also teaches updating the remote workspace with the data in the temporary 
workspace. AAPA teaches that developers modify copies of parent workspace 
files in child workspaces. After the files are modified in the child workspaces, 
they are merged and copied to the parent workspace (paragraph [0007]). Mendez 
also teaches updating the remote workspace with data in the temporary 
workspace. Data is downloaded from a remote site in order to manipulate data. A 
general synchronization module synchronizes the manipulated data with the 
workspace data stored at the remote site (abstract) and 

o Mendez teaches checking for physical existence of the local workspace and 
remote workspace prior to requesting the server to create the temporary 
workspace. Mendez teaches that the system may include additional information 
such as network connections, memory, etc. before transferring the information 
(column 5, lines 9-13). 

B. The examiner respectfully disagrees because Mendez does teach generating a 
request from the client to the server for a workspace (abstract). An instantiator requests 
the workspace data manager provide workspace data using an interface to manipulate 
access and synchronize workspace data (column 2, lines 10-35), 

C. Applicant it arguing that Mendez teaches the use of an interface but the present 
invention requests permission directly from the server to create a workspace without 
intervention of an interface. This/These limitation(s) are not found in the claims. Claimed 
subject matter not the specification is the measure of the invention. Disclosure contained 
in the specification cannot be read into the claims for the purpose of avoiding prior art. In 
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re Sporck, 55 CCPA 743, 386 F .2d 924, 155 USPQ 687 (1986); In re Self, 213 USPQ 1, 
5 (CCPA 1982); In re Priest, 199 USPQ 11,15 (CCPA 1978). 

Applicant's specification does teach the use of an interface to communication with the 
server. 

"[0021] Referring now to the accompanying drawings, FIG. 1 shows a block 
diagram of a teamware system 5 that allows transactions to be executed between a 
local workspace 10 and a remote workspace 15. The local workspace 10 is local 
in the sense that a teamware client 20 uses local access methods or a network file 
sharing protocol to access the contents of the local workspace 10. The remote 
workspace 1 5 is remote in the sense that the teamware client 20 does not use local 
methods or a network file sharing protocol to access the contents of the remote 
workspace 15. In the figure, the remote workspace 15 is shown inside a 

repository 25, such as described in U.S. patent application Ser. No. , 

entitled "Teamware Repository of Teamware Workspaces, 11 herein incorporated 
by reference. In accordance with this embodiment, the teamware system 5 
includes a teamware server 30 that manages and provides access to the repository 
25 and remote workspace 15. The teamware client 20 communicates with the 
teamware server 30 via an application programmer interface (API), The 
teamware client 20 executes the transaction logic locally and sends certain 
commands to the teamware server 30 to be executed at the teamware server 30. 
The result, such as the content of a file, an object, or an exception, is returned to 
the teamware client 20." 

Claim 4 of the instant application also states: 

"4. The method of claim 4, wherein a server object implements an interface 
having set of methods that can be invoked to access the repository and the remote 
workspace, " 

D. The examiner respectfully disagrees because AAPA does imply in any way the 
use of a temporary workspace. AAPA does teach creating a temporary workspace. 
Although AAPA does not use the word temporary, AAPA does teach the creation of 
child workspaces that are used by developers temporarily in order to modify individual 
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versions of the same file without interfering with work of other developers (paragraph 
[0007]). 

E. The examiner asserts that Bayeh was used to in combination with Mendez and 
AAPA to teach some of the limitations that were not taught in Mendez or AAPA not to 
teach creating a temporary workspace; storing selected data into the temporary 
workspace; updating the remote workspace with the data in the temporary workspace; 
and checking for physical existence of the local workspace and remote workspace prior 
to requesting the server to create the temporary workspace. These were taught in Mendez 
and AAPA. Please see response to point A above. 

F. The examiner respectfully disagrees because Maddalozzo does teach using the 
filename and checksum to determine a set of different files. Maddalozzo teaches "A 
requesting computer 12A to send the newest version of file 14F which is resident within 
the "common cache" and which is more current than and different from the copy of file 
14F in local cache 33 AC. Method step 118 accomplishes this by sending the query to 
computer 12A with the timestamp and checksum for the copy of file 14F in cache 33AC" 
(column 10, lines 6-13). 
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Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing 
date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ramsey Refai whose telephone number is (571) 272-3975. The 
examiner can normally be reached on M-F 8:30 - 5:00 p.m.. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Follansbee can be reached on (571) 272-3964. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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